BEFORE THE ARIZONA VETERINARY MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 


INTHE MATTER OF: CASE NO.: 22-07 


MICHAEL. WALKER, DVM CONSENT AGREEMENT 

FINDINGS OF FACT 
HOLDER OF LICENSE No. 2019 CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
FOR THE PRACTICE OF VETERINARY AND ORDER 


MEDICINE IN THE STATE OF ARIZONA, 


RESPONDENT. 


In the interest of a prompt and judicious setilement of the above captioned 
matter before the Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board (“Board”) 
and consistent with the public interest, statutory requirements and 
responsibilities of the Board, and pursuant to A.R.S. §32-2201 ef. seq. and A.R.S. 
§ 41-1092.07  (F){5), the undersigned party, Michael Walker, DVM 
(“Respondent”), holder of license No. 2019 for the practice of veterinary 
medicine in Arizona and the Board enter into this Consent Agreement, Findings 
of Fact, Conclusion of Law and Order (“Consent Agreement”) as _ final 


disposition of this matter. 


CONSENT AGREEMENT 
Respondent understands and agrees that: 
1. The Board has jurisdiction over Respondent and the subject matter 
pursuant to A.R.S. §32-2201, ef. seq. 
2. Respondent has the right to consult with an attorney prior to entering into 


this Consent Agreement. Respondent has a right to a public hearing 
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concerning this case. He further acknowledges that at such hearing she could 
present evidence and cross-examine witnesses. Respondent irrevocably waives 
his right to such a hearing. 

3. Respondent irrevocably waives any right to rehearing or review or to any 
judicial review or any other appeal of these matters. 

4. The Consent Agreement, once approved by the Board and signed by the 
Respondent, shall constitute a public record, which may be disseminated as a 
formal action of the Board. Sufficient evidence exists for the Board to make the 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law set forth in the Consent Agreement. 

5. Respondent acknowledges and understands that this Consent 
Agreement will not become effective until the Board approves it and it is signed 
by the Board's Executive Director. Respondent acknowledges and agrees that 
upon signing and returning this Consent Agreement to the Board’s Executive 
Director, Respondent may not revoke his acceptance of the Consent 
Agreement or make any modifications to the document, regardless of whether 
the Consent Agreement has been issued by the Executive Director. 

6. If any part of the Consent Agreement is later declared void or otherwise 
unenforceable, the remainder of the Order in its entirety shall remain in force 
and effect. 

7. Respondent acknowledges that any violation of this Consent Agreement 
constitutes unprofessional conduct pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2232 and may result 
in disciplinary action pursuant to A.R.S. § 32-2234. 

8. This Consent Agreement and Order is effective on the date signed by the 


Board. 
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DATED this day Po ee ae 2022, 


Nhbdé bis 


Michael Walker, DVM 


FINDINGS OF FACT 

1. The Board is the duly constituted authority for the regulation and control of 
the practice of veterinary medicine in the State of Arizona. 

2. Respondent holds license No. 2019 for the practice of veterinary medicine 
in the State of Arizona. 

3. On May 24, 2021, “Trixie,” an 11-year-old female Terrier mix was presented 
to Respondent's associate, Dr. Runge, to have an oral exam. According to Ms. 
Bauer, her husband also had Dr. Runge take a look at growth that had formed 
on the left side of the dog's chest. Upon exam, the dog had a weight = 12 
pounds, a temperature = 101 degrees, a heart rate = 134bpm, and a respiration 
rate = 26rom. Dr. Runge noted the dog had plaque and calculus covering most 
of the teeth and generalized gingival inflammation. She further ausculted a 
grade 3-4/6 left sided heart murmur. 

A. Dr. Runge discussed heart disease and the dog’s heart murmur with 
Complainants. She recommended thoracic radiographs, as there can be an 
increased risk with anesthesia. Complainants declined work-up of the heart 
murmur. 

5. According to Dr. Runge, Complainants expressed concerns with the mass 
that was located on the left front limb, proximal dorsal antebrachium near 


elbow — SQ, mobile, soft/slightly firm, 1cm diameter. The dog had other SQ 
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masses that have been present for years without much change. Dr. Runge 
recorded the mass on the left leg in the medical record as the mass 
Complainants were concerned about. She stated that she went over the 
importance for removing a mass on the leg and recommended the mass be 
removed at the time of the dental cleaning. Complainants approved and an 
estimate was provided for the procedures. 

6. On July 6, 2021, Mr. Bauer brought the dog into the premises for the dental 
cleaning and mass removal. He was asked to complete paperwork and mark 
on a diagram where the mass was located that he wanted removed. Upon 
exam, the dog had a weight = 14 pounds, a temperature = 99.9 degrees, a 
heart rate = 130bpom, and a respiration rate = 14rom. Respondent ausculted the 
heart murmur, noted the dental disease, and found two masses — one on the 
dorsal medial left upper leg and one on the left cranial shoulder/chest — both 
soft and mobile. 

7. Respondent felt the mass on the shoulder/chest was a lipoma and the 
mass on the leg was of concern based on its location and character. He 
confirmed with staff that Complainants only wanted one mass removed but 
was not told which mass. Respondent reviewed the consent form; the area 
marked for the mass to be removed was somewhat ambiguous. He also read 
Dr. Runge’s notes about the mass to be removed. It was not completely clear, 
but based on his findings and the notes in the medical record, he proceeded 
with removing the mass on the brachial area. 

8. Blood work was performed and it was determined the dog was a surgical 
candidate. An IV catheter was placed and LRS fluids were initiated. The dog 


was pre-medicated with atropine and butorphanol; induced with alfaxan; and 
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maintained on sevoflurane and oxygen. The dog’s teeth were cleaned, no 
extractions were needed, and the mass on the left leg was removed. It 
appeared to be a fatty tumor. The dog was administered post-op pain 
medication - butorphanol and hydromorphone. The dog recovered 
uneventfully and the dog was discharged later that day with clindamycin. Mr. 
Bauer did not question the growth removal at discharge. 

9. After arriving home, Complainants realized that the mass that was to be 
removed was still there. Mr. Bauer went back to the premises to speak with 
Respondent. Respondent was in surgery; however, advised staff that they could 
remove the mass at a discount. The dog had two masses close in proximately. 
Complainants wanted a call from Respondent. It slipped Respondent's mind 
and he did not call Complainants back that day. 

10. On July 9, 2021, premises staff called Complainants to check on the dog 
after surgery. Ms. Bauer relayed that she was upset that the wrong mass was 
removed. Staff advised that they would have Respondent return her call; the 
dog was reportedly doing well. 

11. On July 19, 2021, the dog was presented to the premises for a suture 
removal. Complainants told staff that they had not heard from Respondent 
about the wrong mass being removed. The sutures were removed and the dog 
was returned to the pet owners. 

12. On July 21, 2021, Respondent called Complainants to apologize for the 
wrong growth being removed. He admitted that he should have called to 
verify which mass since there were two growths present, but he went off of the 
notes in the medical record. Respondent offered to remove the growth in 


question; Complainants declined. 
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CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

13. The Findings of Fact constitutes a violation of A.R.S. § 32-2232 (12) as it 
relates to A.A.C. R3-11-501 (1) failure to show respect to the animal owner 
through courteous verbal interchange by not calling them prior to surgery to 
ensure the correct mass was removed from the dog; not speaking to the pet 
owner when he returned that day with concerns the wrong mass was removed; 
and did not return calls or soeak to the pet owner at a recheck appointment to 
follow up with their concerns. 


ORDER 


Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law it is 
ORDERED that Respondent's License, No. 2019 be placed on PROBATION for a 
period of one (1) year, subject to the following terms and conditions that shall 
be completed within the Probationary period. These requirements include three 
(3) total hours of continuing education (CE) detailed below: 

1. IT IS ORDERED THAT Respondent shall provide written proof satisfactory to 
the Board that he has completed three (3) hours of continuing education (CE); 
hours earned in compliance with this order shall not be used for licensure 
renewal. Respondent shall satisfy these three (3) hours by attending CE in the 
area of client communications. Respondent shall submit written verification of 
attendance to the Board for approval. 

2. All continuing education to be completed for this Consent Agreement 
shall be pre-approved by the Board. Respondent shall submit to the Board a 
written outline regarding how he plans to satisfy the requirements in paragraph 


1 for its approval within sixty (60) days of the effective date of this Consent 
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Agreement. The outline shall include CE course details including, name, 
provider, date(s), hours of CE fo be earned, and a brief course summary. 

3. Respondent shall obey all federal, state and local laws/rules governing 
the practice of veterinary medicine in this state. 

A. Respondent shall bear all costs of complying with this Consent 
Agreement. 

5. This Consent Agreement is conclusive evidence of the matters described 
and may be considered by the Board in determining an appropriate sanction 
in the event a subsequent violation occurs. In the event Respondent violates 
any term of this Consent Agreement, the Board may, after opportunity for 
Informal Interview or Formal Hearing, take any other appropriate disciplinary 
action authorized by law, including suspension or revocation of Respondent's 


license. 


a 
ISSUED THIS 30. DAY OF oY Jaeed- 2022. 


FOR THE BOARD: 
ARIZONA STATE VETERINARY MEDICAL EXAMINING BOARD 


Jim Loughead, Chairperson 


By : 
Victoria Whitmore, Executive Director 


Original of the foregoing filed 
This _20*% day of Wee 2022 with: 


Arizona State Veterinary Medical Examining Board 
1740 W. Adams St, Ste. 4600 
Phoenix, Arizona 85007 
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Copy ofthe foregoing mailed by Certified, return receipt mail 
This 30. day of _“WMave“, 2022 to: 


Michael Walker, DVM 
Address on file 
Respondent 


By: ‘ é 
Victoria Whitmore, Executive Director 


22-07, Michael Walker. DVM 


